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as above indicated. Hence, a yielding of our
point I conceive to be an abandonment of the
doctrine of divine inspiration, and I think I may
challenge a denial.

Again, in the instance of the flood, some of our
Christian geologists, as I have proved, yield an-
other point of interest vital to the integrity of re-
vealed truth. If it were only a partial deluge, as
they hold, how is it that divine inspiration has
employed exhaustively the most general terms
and circumlocutory phrases that could be used to
declare its universality, when other terms and
phrases could have been just as easily employed
in accordance with, and descriptive of, the facts in
the case? Here is a more flagrant instance of
divine imposition, if the flood were only partial;
and I cannot see otherwise than that a yielding in
this matter is much worse than a " sinful indiscre-
tion." The record of that catastrophe purports
to be an accurate history of literal facts, and the
language cannot be tortured into a meaning not
apparent upon the face of the record. I regard
an effort to do so a sin against God and a crime
against man, because it is adapted to destroy all
confidence in revelation. I do not see what can
be more fatal to all faith in the Scriptures. The
commonest writer of the present day would justly
subject himself to the severest censure should he
be guilty of using terms of description exactly
opposed to the nature of the things he described.
A witness upon the stand, if convicted of mislead-
ing in this way by the artful use of a single word,